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CHARACTERISTICS OF HOUSING 
IN |1Ol METROPOLITAN AREAS 


F one could believe the blurbs of the local chamber of commerce, 
|= city is the acme of all that is lovely and conducive to hap- 

py and profitable living. Statistics are quoted glibly from 
such authentic sources as the United States Census, the Department 
of Commerce, the National Industrial Conference Board, et al. 
"Podunk is a city of home owners," we are told, and to prove it we 
are shown Census figures that 42% of the families own their own 
homes. We are doubtless impressed by the tone of voice and the 
authority of the source, but it may be true that of twenty cities 
in its particular population group sixteen have a larger percent- 
age of home owners. If we had been raised on the old adage, "What 
you don't know won't hurt you," we would accept this boast without 
further thought. The Real Estate Analyst has never been popular 
with chambers of commerce or with other groups who have been pri- 
marily interested in painting a picture of their local community 
which would make St. Peter suspect that he is guarding the gates 
of the wrong city. We have always assumed that the old adage was 
wrong and that you are most liable to be hurt by what you don't 
know. In the many statistical comparisons which we have made of 
various cities we have been interested only in showing the facts. 


This month we are adding another city comparison to our se- 
ries. The study on pages 222 to 227 covers 101 metropolitan are- 
as. A metropolitan area is a central city with its immediate 
suburbs. In order to increase the value of the comparisons we 
have grouped all areas by size. This makes it possible to com- 
pare directly each city with other cities inits same group. 
Group A includes metropolitan areas with more than 525,000 people; 
Group B, metropolitan areas with from 325,000 to 525,000 people; 
Group C, metropolitan areas with from 200,000 to 325,000 people; 
Group D, metropolitan areas with from 145,000 to 200,000 people; 
and Group E, metropolitan areas with less than 145,000 people. 


The source of the material we use for our comparisons is the 
1940 Federal Census. All metropolitan areas have been compared on 
an exactly similar basis. If your city does not show to advantage, 
we disclaim any responsibility. It may be more difficult for you 
and your fellow citizens to shift all of the blame. If your metro- 
politan area ranks high in this analysis you can rest assured that 
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PERCENTAGE OF CITIES REPORTING INCREASES OR 
DECREASES IN VARIOUS REAL ESTATE FACTORS 
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ation of Real Estate Boards con- 

ducts a survey among its member 
boards throughout the United States. 
Each of these boards reports its ex- 
perience or opinion of the changes 
in conditions over the same period 
of the preceding year-without giving 
an estimate of the amount of change. 


Geter te the National Associ- 


On the charts on this’ and the 
following page the percentage of all 
cities reporting improved conditions 
in comparison with a year ago is 
Shown in blue; the percentage of ali 
cities reporting conditions worse 
than a year ago is shown in red. 


The percentage of cities show- 
ing no change on any item can be de- 
rived from the charts by adding the 
increases and decreases together 
and subtracting from 100. 


The figures given in the circle 
on the charts indicate the percent- 
age change in defense cities only. 


The effect of the war, 
able on many of the charts, 


notice- 
is most 























PERCENTAGE OF CITIES REPORTING INCREASES OR 
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pronounced on the chart showing sub- 


division activity. Only 9% of the 
cities showed subdivision activity 
above a year ago, while 72% showed 


a drop. 


Of all items reported mortgage 
interest rates at the present time 
are the most stable. 89% of the 
cities reported no change in com- 
parison with a year ago; 2% reported 
an increase in rates and 9% a de- 
crease. 


Office rents, both of central 
and outlying business districts, 
showed little change in most cities, 
but the number of cities in which 
rents of stores dropped was greater 
than that of cities in which they 
rose. 


It will be noticed that in de- 
fense areas 67% of the cities showed 
residential rents higher than a year 
ago. This will undoubtedly be 
changed as a result of rent con- 
trol, although 71% of the cities re- 
ported a shortage of single-family 
houses. 
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MILLIONS GF DOLLARS 



















URING June actual war expenditures ached a new high of 

$3,823 million for the month. This ” approximately ) eae tis 

Deatiatent ¢ to the total wealth of the state of Tennessee 
and is an increase of a] t eight percent in comparison with , 
the May figure. On the ap below we have attempted to visual- t 
ize the dollar amount ictual defense expenditures, July l, i : 
1940, through June 1942. These expenditures are equivalent to 0 6 
the estimated total wealth of the sixteen states shaded on the , Tota 
map below. The large figure on each state show the estimated ~* 
wealth of that state in billions of dollars. Estimated wealth . 
includes real estate, railroads and other public utilities, ° , 
and everything of valu the state. ») 
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s said before, the illustrations are not given with 
the intention of crit ing our foreign policy but to show 
the difficulty of preventing inflation 
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(Continued from Page 217) 


it deserves a high ranking as our slide rules and calculating machines are en- 
tirely impartial. 


The box for each city shows percentages on the left hand side in blue and 
rankings on the right hand side in red. Each city is ranked on each item in 
comparison with all other cities in its population group. A ranking of 1 on 
home ownership means that it ranks first in its group. A ranking of 17 means 


hat 


that sixteen cities in its group surpass it on that item. 


Fach metropolitan area is given a composite ranking in its population 
group on the basis of six items, which are weighted in arriving at this com- 
posite. The weighting used is as follows: 


25, Home Ownership 15, Private Bath 
10, Mortgage Status 25, In Need of Repairs 
10, White Population 15, Overcrowding 


100, Total 


The only question which might be raised in connection with the composite 
ranking of cities in this report is the basis of the weighting of the various 
elements. The reasons we have selected these weightings are detailed below: 


1. Home Ownership. Home ownership has always been one of the most im- 
portant characteristics of a hard-working, conservative and well-kept communi- 
ty. It is proverbial that a home occupied by the owner will be better kept than 
or 


ne occupied by a tenant.Home ownership was given 1/4 of the entire weighting. 





2. Mortgage Status. While it is true that in a period of inflation debt 
{is advantageous to the man who can afford to take a business man's risk, free- 
dom from debt, especially on one's home, is highly desirable. Mortgage status, 
however, carries a weighting of only 1/10 of the whole. 





3. White Population. It is extremely unfortunate that figures are not 
available on foreign-born population at the present time as we believe that 
these figures should be added to those on color in arriving at our index. We 
have experimented, however, in some of the southern cities which ranked rather 
low and find that elimination of this weighting on color makes little change 
the relative rank of the cities since in most cities a large percentage of 

lored population is accompanied by a low percentage of home ownership, a 
lack of plumbing facilities and a poor state of repair of the buildings. 





4, Private Bath. The absence of a private bath ina dwelling unit is 
undoubtedly an indication of a substandard condition, and therefore this char- 
acteristic of housing was given a weighting of 15%. 





5. Need of Repairs. Under this classification are included all homes in 
need of major repairs. Clearly, a city with a high percentage of dilapidated 
homes is not as desirable as one in which the homes are kept in good repair. 


This item was given a rating of 1/4 of the whole. 





6. Overcrowding. Any housing accommodation with more than 14 persons per 
room is considered overcrowded. The Census was taken on April 1, 1940, before 
the present overcrowding due to defense activity took place. We believe many 
cities today would show an overcrowded condition which is purely temporary. 
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5 OR RENTAL VALUE 2! | [$9568 oR RENTAL VALUE $35.78 oR RENTAL VALUE !4 | |¥35./8 oR RENTAL VALUE 7 
PASO E ERIE E EVANSVILLE E FALL RIVER- = 
cucwe aoe axe | | NEW BEDFORD fudue 
20ciTIES 20 CITIES 20ciTIES 20ciTies 
6) 4ES OWNED @BMROCCUPANT 1g 4/.9 Ye HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT; 43./ % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 9 29.5 % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 206 
Me ES witndPonsexc 3 5/.2 Ye HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 2 53.3 Ye HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 16 43.0 Y% HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 13 
Zo HUMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 10 98.8 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 5 92.2 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 14 98.0 Ye HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 5 
Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 18 83.7 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 3 55.5 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 16 72.5 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 12 
Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 17 930 Ye HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR | 89.7 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 7 195.2 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 2 
Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 20 97.6 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 3 90.0 Ye HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 13 96.4 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 6 
S>OMPOSITE RANKING {7 COMPOSITE RANKING 6 COMPOSITE RANKING || COMPOSITE RANKING {7 
AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT 
78 oR RENTAL VALUE '8 | |$272/ op RENTAL VALUE 8 _ | [23-75 OR RENTAL VALUE '3 | [$2424 og RENTAL VALUE !9 
HNSTOWN D KANSAS CITY, MO. - A KNOXVILLE D LANCASTER E 
muowe | |KANSAS CITY, KANS. Six5 fone mone 
2'1citTies 20 ciTiESs 21ci TIES 20ciTiEsS 
Zo HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 7 39.8 % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 9 4/./% HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 1g 49.8 % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 4 
Yo HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 2 47.4% HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 7 6/.9 % HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 3 56./ Y% HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 5 
Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 6 89.2 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES {7 88.3 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES j9 98.6 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 6 
Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 18 68.8 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 16 49.0 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 21 67.6 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 10 
Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 21 89.2 Ye HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 17 75.2 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 18 92.5Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 4 
Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 16 93.9 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 15 86.5 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 20 98.4 Ye HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED | 
SOMPOSITE RANKING 18 COMPOSITE RANKING j2 COMPOSITE RANKING 19 COMPOSITE RANKING 4 
AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT 
45 oR RENTAL VALUE !7 | [$2478 on RENTAL VALUE '8 | |$20.85 on RENTAL VALUE 2° | |¥27-:90 oR RENTAL VALUE 8 
W HAVEN ¢ NEW ORLEANS A NEW YORK- A NORFOLK- PORTSMOUTH — 
, —_ ane | 1N.E. NEW JERSEY Rane | INEWPORT NEWS) C SAX 
ociTi iT! 20 ciTIES 20ciTies 
Yo HOMES qwneo BY OC CUPANT i. 25.6% HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT y “ 23.6 % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 206 36.4% HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 19 
Yo HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 3 28.6% HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE }9 29.0% HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE |g 53.6% HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 6 
Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 8 69.8% HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 20 94.6 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 9 66.2% HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 20 
Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 3 69.5 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH is 89.3 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 3 60.2 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 19 
@ ES IN or 4 90.4 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 15 92.7% HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 7 76.8Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 19 
Yo WEP AES NOT © CROWDED 6 86 9% HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 20 95.9 Ye HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 10 94.0% HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 12 
COMPOSITE RANKING 7 COMPOSITE RANKING 20 COMPOSITE RANKING 19 COMPOSITE RANKING 20 
AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT 
63 OR RENTAL VALUE 3 | |$2/-65 oR RENTAL VALUE 2° | [$4492 on RENTAL VALUE 2. | [$2399 oR RENTAL VALUE '6 
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METROPOLITAN AREAS AND THEIR RANK BY POPULA 


AL ESTATE ANALYSTS, 


INC. ww SAINT LOUIS 
























































T- BINGHAMTON D BIRMINGHAM “4 BOSTON A BRIDGEP 
kT HUR auone anone maone aoe 
20ciTiESs 2:ciTiESs 20ciTIES 20 CITIES 
OWNED BY OCCUPANT 8 496.5 % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 1] 32.9 % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 19 36.2 % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 7 37.4% HOMES | 
WITHOUT MORTGAGE 13 40.6 Ye HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 20 50.5 Y% HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 3 33.9 Y HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 16 126./ % HOMES 
DCCUPIED BY WHITES 15 99.4 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES | 58.3 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 19 98./ Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 16 98.0 % HOMES | 
ITH PRIVATE BATH 13 86.5 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH | 45.0 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 906 87.9 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 5 83.8 Yo HOMES 
N GOOD REPAIR 12 87.1 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 12 70.4 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 19 90.4 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 15 86.9Y%o HOMES 
OT OVERCROWDED 12 97.8 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 4 85.0 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 18 97.3 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 4 95.7 Yo HOMES | 
SITE RANKING 43 COMPOSITE RANKING 7 COMPOSITE RANKING {9 COMPOSITE RANKING 13 COMPO 
RAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AV! 
NTAL VALUE 16 | |¥3/50 op RENTAL VALUE 3 | [¥/782 oR RENTAL VALUE 2° | 1937/7 oR RENTAL VALUE $35.69 ons 
D COLUMBUS. OHIO te DALLAS a DAVENPORT - D DAY TON 
pret peor pet ROCK ISLAND- MOLINE prow 
2O CITIES 20 ciITIES 20 CITIES 21ciTIESs 
NED BY OCCUPANT 1, 4/.3 Y% HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 9 38.8 % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 14 48.2 Y% HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 9 95.4% HOMES 
ITHOUT MORTGAGE 5 426 % HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE i3 443 Y HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE i2 56.6 % HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 8 36./ Y HOMES 
CUPIED BY WHITES tI 9/.0 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 13 845 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 16 98.6 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES i. 92.9 Y HOMES 
ITH PRIVATE BATH 4 8/.6 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 6 69.7 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 13 68./ Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 10 69.2 Yo HOMES 
GOOD REPAIR 4 565 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 15 90.5Y%e HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 6 85.3 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 14 85.2 Yo HOMES 
DT OVERCROWDED 3 96.3 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 12 98.3 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 3 94.7 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 11 95.3 Ye HOMES 
ITE RANKING 9 COMPOSITE RANKING 9 COMPOSITE RANKING |4 COMPOSITE RANKING 10 COMPO 
RAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AV 
ENTAL VALUE 7 | 199343 oR RENTAL VALUE 3: ||_ |$2753 oR RENTAL VALUE '3 | [$3042 on RENTAL VALUE © | |¥39.93 on | 
ER- Cc FLINT D FORT WAYNE E FORT WORTH a GRAND F 
DFORD auone AssONG maeone ssons 
20 ciTIES CITIES 20 CITIES 20 CITIES 
WNED BY OCCUPANT 920 57.3 % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 3 55.2 Yo HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT = 45./ % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 6 52.9% HOMES 
ITHOUT MORTGAGE 13 40.9 Yo HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 19 40.4% HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 18 53.7 Y HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 4 49.0 % HOMES 
CCUPIED BY WHITES 5 96.6 Y HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES i2 98./ Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 8 86.0% HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 15 98.6 Yo HOMES 
ITH PRIVATE BATH 12 65.9 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 13 74.9 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 7 65.6 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 16 79.6 Yo HOMES 
N GOOD REPAIR > 93.3 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR | 92.8 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 3 88.6 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 13 92.0 Yo HOMES 
OT OVERCROWDED 6 953 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 10 97.3 Ye HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 4 89.0 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 17 98.0 Yo HOMES 
SITE RANKING 17 COMPOSITE RANKING 3 COMPOSITE RANKING 3 COMPOSITE RANKING 16 COMPO 
RAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AV 
NTAL VALUE !9 | [92707 oR RENTAL VALUE 9_|| «(93245 oR RENTAL VALUE 2: |: [¥2/38 oR RENTAL VALUE '8 | [$26-// op: 
R E LITTLE ROCK E LOS ANGELES A LOVISVILLE B LOWELL- 
asene asue Gaus RANK | IHAVERHII 
20 ciTIES 20ciTieSs 20ciTIES 20 ciTiES 
NED BY OCCUPANT 4 13 7.6 % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 15 40.5 Y% HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 7 4/ /% HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT || 36.6 % HOMES 
ITHOUT MORTGAGE 5 56.9 % HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 4 93.3 Yo HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 10 5/.3 Ye HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 2 448 Yo HOMES 
CUPIED BY WHITES 6 72.9% HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 16 96.3 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 8 86.3 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 15 99.7 Y HOMES 
ITH PRIVATE BATH 10 57.8 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 14 9/.3 Ye HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH | 60.0 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 17 80.5 Y%o HOMES 
GOOD REPAIR 4 77.4Y%o HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 18 94.7 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 3 86.9%o HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR i4 886% HOMES 
DT OVERCROWDED | 87.6 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 15 95.9 Ye HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 10 89.9% HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 16 97.4% HOMES 
ITE RANKING 4 COMPOSITE RANKING {5 COMPOSITE RANKING 3 COMPOSITE RANKING [5 COMPC 
RAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AV 
NTAL VALUE © _ | |1¥20.92 op RENTAL vALUE !7 | |$9399 oR RENTAL VALUE !° | [$24.46 on RENTAL VALUE '8 | [$25.40 op* 
PORTSMOUTH=—- | |OKLAHOMA CITY Cc OMAHA —- a PEORIA D PHILADE 
NEWS — RANK | ICOUNCIL BLUFFS peer pee 
20cITIES OCITIES 20ciTIES 21CITIES 
NED BY OCCUPANT 9 38.4 % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 12 48.4% HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 4 52.4% HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 5 492.7% HOMES 
ITHOUT MORTGAGE 6 38.9 Y HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 15 5/.0% HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 8 44.0% HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE j{5 47.9% HOMES 
CUPIED BY WHITES 920 9/.3 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 14 95.4 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES |0 98.0% HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 8 894% HOMES 
ITH PRIVATE BATH 19 66.6 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 15 7/.7 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 13 62.5Y%o HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 16 80.5Y%o HOMES 
GOOD REPAIR 19 95.7 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR | 9/./ Ye HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 8 876% HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 8 9/.7Y%o HOMES 
DT OVERCROWDED 12 88.2 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 18 93.9 Ye HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 13 93.0% HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 14 97.3 Ye HOMES 
ITE RANKING 20 COMPOSITE RANKING |4 COMPOSITE RANKING 6 COMPOSITE RANKING |i COMPC 
RAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AV 
NTAL VALUE !6 | [$25.27 op RENTAL VALUE !4 | |$2729 on RENTAL VALUE !2 | 1$3342 oR RENTAL VALUE 2. | [$33.59 op 
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ULATION GROUPS 





SRIDGEPORT ¢ BUFFALO - A CANTON c CHARLESTON, W.VA. £ 
RANK RANK RANK RANK 
mone | [NIAGARA AMONG AMONG awone 

20ciTIES 20 CITIES 20 ciTies 20ciTies 

7.4% HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 5 37.6 % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 13 52.8 % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 3 29.9% HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 92 

5./ Y HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 26 39.5 % HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE {4 46.2 % HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 1; 42./ Y HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 6 

3.0 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 5 97.4 Y HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 6 96.8 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 9 7/./ Ye HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 13 

3.8 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 4 85./ Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 7 78.7 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 10 57.0 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH i2 

§.9Y%o HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 15 937 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 5 86./ Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 16 79.6Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 20 

5.7 Ye HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 9 98.0 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED | 97.3 Ye HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 4 88.2 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 16 


COMPOSITE RANKING [5 
AVERAGE RENT 


COMPOSITE RANKING 10 
AVERAGE RENT 2 


COMPOSITE RANKING 3 
AVERAGE RENT 


COMPOSITE RANKING |4 














: AVERAGE RENT 
35.69 oR RENTAL VALUE 2 | |¥3/53 oR RENTAL VALUE | $29.44 oR RENTAL VALUE !0 | |$30.72 op RENTAL VALUE 
YAY TON Cc DENVER B DES MOINES D DETROIT A 
RANK RANK RANK RANK 
AMONG AMONG AMONG AMONG 
20 CITIES 20 CITIES 2:ciTies 20 ciTies 
5.4% HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 5 4/8 %Y HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT a 5 /.2% HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 7 449% HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 2 
6./ Yo HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 16 50.3 Y HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 4 46.0% HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 14 27.0 % HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 20 
29 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES | 97.4 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 8 96.5 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES i3 93.4 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 20 
9.2 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 14 70.9 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 11 63.4 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 15 85.5 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 6 
5.2 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 18 69.5 Yo HCMES IN GOOD REPAIR 20 870Y%o HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 13 92.9%o HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 6 
§3 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 10 92.8 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 15 93 2 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 13 97. /Ye HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 6 
COMPOSITE RANKING || COMPOSITE RANKING 17 COMPOSITE RANKING {2 COMPOSITE RANKING 6 
AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT 
50.93 OR RENTAL VALUE © _| 1¥ 2895 oR RENTAL VALUE 3 8: |: |$ 28.06 on RENTAL VALUE 8 | 1$35-28 on RENTAL VALUE ® 
SRAND RAPIDS = HARRISBURG D HARTFORD- B HOUSTON B 
_—_ RAwe | [NEW BRITIAN pre ee 
20ciTIES 2:ciTies 20CcCiITIES 20 ciTIES 


2.9% HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 
9.0 Y% HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 


43.5% HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT {5 
58.5% HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 


36.0% HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 7 
26.5 % HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 20 


4/.0% HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT i2 
49.4% HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 6 








2 
9 
86 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 4 94.2 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 16 98./ Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 7 79.8 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 17 
9.6 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 9 73.1 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 8 875 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 3 69.0¥%o HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 14 
2.0 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 6 90.2%o HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 4 93.5 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 4 87.0 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 13 
8.0 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 2 98./ Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 2 964 Ye HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 11 89.3 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 17 
COMPOSITE RANKING — | COMPOSITE RANKING 8 COMPOSITE RANKING 43 COMPOSITE RANKING j|2 
AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT 
50 
26/7 oR RENTAL VALUE !3 | [93/34 oR RENTAL VALUE | [99622 oR RENTAL VALUE 2 | |¥28.50 oR RENTAL VALUE 9 
-OWELL-LAWRENCE- B MEMPHIS B MIAMI C MILWAUKEE A 
RANK RANK RANK RANK 
TAVERHILL AMONG AMONG aMOne AMONG 
20ciTIES 20 CITIES 20ciITIES 20 ciTies 
16.6 % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT {5 32.0% HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 20 4 /./% HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT | 37.6% HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 13 
14.8 % HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE {| 4/.0% HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE [5 52.2% HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 7 50.6 % HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 4 
19.7 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES | 56.4 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 20 85.9 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 16 98.7 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 2 
10.5 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 8 45.6 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 19 83.4 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 6 80.6 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 1] 
18.6 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR - 80.8 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 17 94.7 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 3 95.0% HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 2 
)7.4 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 7 83.5 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 20 9/6 Ye HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 16 96.7 Ye HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 7 


COMPOSITE RANKING |0 
AVERAGE RENT 


COMPOSITE RANKING 19 


COMPOSITE RANKING 8 


COMPOSITE RANKING 7 








AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT 

625.40 op RENTAL VALUE !5 | |$2/53 oR RENTAL VALUE !9 | |$39.54 on RENTAL VALUE ! | |$95:°/ on RENTAL VALUE 8 

PHILADELPHIA A PHOENIX E PIT TSBURGH A PORTLAND, ME. E 
RANK RANK RANK RANK 
AMONG AMONG AMONG AMONG 
20 CITIES 20ciTIESs 20ciTIES 20ciTIes 


12.7% HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 4 


17.9% HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 6 
39. g Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 15 
30.5%o HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 8 
1/.7 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 10 
97.3 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 4 


COMPOSITE RANKING 3 


AVERAGE RENT 


$33.59 oR RENTAL VALUE 9 





42.8% HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 16 
39.8% HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE {9 
93. 5% HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES |2 
66.4Y%o HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH | 
88.9Y%o HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 9 
82.7Y%o HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 19 


COMPOSITE RANKING {2 
AVERAGE RENT 





$240/ oR RENTAL VALUE !2 


39./ % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 16 
56.8% HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 2 
94.3 Y HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 10 
56.6 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 290 
83.3 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 19 
90.7% HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 19 


COMPOSITE RANKING j7 
AVERAGE RENT 








$3039 OR RENTAL VALUE !5 





37.7% HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 14 
52.7% HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE || 
99.5 Ye HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 


78.9 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 5 
886Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 10 
97./Ye HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 5 


COMPOSITE RANKING 7 





AVERAGE RENT 
$29./0 op RENTAL VALUE 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF HOUSING AND | 


COPYRIGHT 


I942 ~@ REAL ESTATE 





















































PORTLAND, OREG. B PROVIDENCE & RACINE — E READING 
poo awone | | KENOSHA masons 
20 CITIES 20 CITIES 20ciTIES 
52.9% HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT | 36.9 % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 16 46./ % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 5 47.9% HOMES OWNED 
49.6 % HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 5 39.7 Yo HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 13 54.3 Yo HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 9 50.6 Y% HOMES WITHOL 
98.7 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES b 98.4 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 4 99.3 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 2 98.7 Yo HOMES OCCUPIE 
82.7 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 5 79.0 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 12 79.0 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 4 76.6 Yo HOMES WITH P 
9/.5 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 5 927 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR Fs 930 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR | 92.3 Yo HOMES IN GOC 
972 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 8 96.5 Ye HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 8 98.0 Ye HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 2 979 Yo HOMES NOT OV 
COMPOSITE RANKING | COMPOSITE RANKING || COMPOSITE RANKING 4 COMPOSITE 
AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGI 
$24.68 op RENTAL VALUE '!7 | |$2806 oR RENTAL VALUE '6 | $2968 oR RENTAL VALUE  #_|| |3 29-3 on RENT) 
SAGINAW - D SAINT LOUIS A SALT LAKE CITY Cc SAN ANTONI 
BAY CITY ae — wee 
2i1ciTies 20 CITIES 20 CITIES 
62.6 % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT | 37.0 Ye HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 15 54.8 % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 1 4/.9 %6 HOMES OWNED 
6/./ Y HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 4 47.4 Ye HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 7 44.8 Y HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 12 53.7 Yo HOMES WITHO! 
97.6 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 9 89.4 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 15 99./ Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 2 9/9 Y HOMES OCCUPI! 
66.7 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 11 68.0 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 17 8/1} Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 7 63.6 Yo HOMES WITH P 
87.2 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR i 90.8 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 12 89.0 %o HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR in 85.5 Yo HOMES IN GOC 
97.0 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 6 9// Ye HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 18 92.2 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 15 80.5 Yo HOMES NOT Ov 
COMPOSITE RANKING 2 COMPOSITE RANKING 16 COMPOSITE RANKING 2 COMPOSITE 
AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAG! 
$25.36 op RENTAL VALUE _!3 | |%27-78 on RENTAL VALUE !7 | [$2793 on RENTAL VALUE !! | [$20.98 on RENT) 
SAVANNAH E SCRANTON - ee SEAT TLE B SHREVEPOR™ 
— WILKES BARRE — — 
20 CITIES 20 CITIES 20 CITIES 
23.7 % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 20 43.0 Ye HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 5 49.7 % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 5 37.4 % HOMES OWNED 
6/./ % HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 2 68.3 Y HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE | 47.0 Y HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 9 47./ Yeo HOMES WITHO! 
53.4 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 20 99.6 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES I 97./ Ye HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 9 62.9 Yo HOMES OCCUPI! 
98.5 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 19 65.5 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 19 8/2 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 7 52.6 Yo HOMES WITH P 
86.3 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 13 74./ Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 20 93.8 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 2 90.2 Yo HOMES IN GOC 
90.9 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED i! 95.9 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED l2 970 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 10 87.5 Ye HOMES NOT OV 
COMPOSITE RANKING 20 COMPOSITE RANKING 8 COMPOSITE RANKING 2 COMPOSITE 
AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAG 
$/7.50 on RENTAL VALUE !9 | |$24/4 on RENTAL VALUE 9 | |$27-40 on RENTAL VALUE !4 | |¥24-2/ on RENT. 
SYRACUSE Cc TACOMA D TAMPA-— c TOLEDO 
mone swe || ST.PETERSBURG Rant 
20 CITIES 21 cIiTIES 20 CITIES 
138.4 % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 12 60.0 % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 2 44.8 % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 7 49.9 % HOMES OWNED 
132.7 % HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 17 57.0 % HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE rs 59.6 % HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 2 98.8 Ye HOMES WITHO 
99.0 Y HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 3 98.2 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 7 83.5 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 17 95.9 Yo HOMES OCCUP! 
83.6 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 5 77.6 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 3 76.2 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH If 83.7 Yo HOMES WITH F 
90.0 Ye HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 10 80.0 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 6 89.0 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR W 88./ Yo HOMES IN GO! 
98.4 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED | 97./ Ye HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 5 94.7 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 1 975 Yo HOMES NOT OV 
COMPOSITE RANKING 10 COMPOSITE RANKING | COMPOSITE RANKING 5 COMPOSITE 
AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAG 
33.30 
$ OR RENTAL VALUE 9 || _|$2/-53 on RENTAL VALUE !9 | [$24.68 on'RENTAL VALUE '®5 | [$2962 oR RENT 
WASHINGTON, D.C. A WATERBURY E WHEELING D WICHITA 
RANK RANK RANK 
AMONG AMONG AMONG 
20 CITIES 20 CITIES 21 CITIES 
137.7 % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT i2 38.7 %e HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 13 44.0 % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 12 44./ Y%HOMES OWNED 
133.6 Yo HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 17 27./ Ye HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 20 66.4 % HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE | 46.0 Y% HOMES WITHO 
180.9 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 19 98.4 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 7 96.7 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES a 95.6 Yo HOMES OCCUP! 
8/9 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 10 86./ Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 2 54.8 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH it) 69.0 Yo HOMES WITH F 
95.5 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 1 90.0 Ye HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 6 79.6 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 17 829 Yo HOMES IN GO 
92.7 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 16 96.3 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 7 92.2 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 15 93.0 Ye HOMES NOT O\ 
COMPOSITE RANKING {5 COMPOSITE RANKING 10 COMPOSITE RANKING {4 COMPOSITE 
AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAG 
$5268 on RENTAL VALUE __! | |%2996 on RENTAL vaLUE 3 | [82/73 oR RENTAL VALUE !8 | |$24.46 oR RENT 
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ND RENTS IN 1Ol METROPOLITAN AREAS 


STATE ANALYSTS, 


INC. ~@ SAINT LOUIS 



































YING D RICHMOND Cc ROCHESTER B SACRAMENTO D 
RANK RANK RANK RANK 
AMONG AMONG AMONG AMONG 
21 ciTIES 20 CITIES 20 ciTIES 2iciTies 
1OMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 19 37.7 Ye HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 14 45.5% HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 6 5/5 % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 6 
JOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE |} 29.0% HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE jg 29.0% HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 1g 44.0 Y HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 15 
4OMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 4 72.9 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 19 99.0 Ye HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 3 95.3 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 15 
4OMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 4 62.7 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 18 90.0 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH | 79.8 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 2 
HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 2 9/./ Ye HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 2 89.2Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 7 89.7 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR & 
4OMES NOT OVERCROWDED 3 93.0 Ye HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 4 98.8 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED | 94.0 Ye HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 12 
IMPOSITE RANKING 5 COMPOSITE RANKING {9 COMPOSITE RANKING 7 COMPOSITE RANKING 6 
AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT 
OR RENTAL VALUE ”_ | [$39.2 on RENTAL VALUE 8 _ | |935-46 oR RENTAL VALUE '!'*|:(1¥90-77 oR RENTAL VALUE 5 
ANTONIO Cc SAN DIEGO Cc SAN FRANCISCO- fe SAN JOSE E 
cas asxe | |OAKLAND sudue sudue 
20 CITIES 20 CITIES 20 CITIES 20 CITIES 
4OMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 19 43.9 % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 9 4/4 % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 6 54./ % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 3 
4OMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 4 48./ Y HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE {0 48.6 Yo HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 5 55.3 Ye HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 7 
4OMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 13 974 Y HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 7 96.4 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 7 978 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 9 
HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 17 88.7 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH | 90.4 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 2 875 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH | 
HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 17 93.4 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 5 9/./ Ye HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR it 83.4 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 14 
4OMES NOT OVERCROWDED 20 96.3 Ye HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 8 977 Ye HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 2 95.9 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 9 
IMPOSITE RANKING 1|3 COMPOSITE RANKING 4 COMPOSITE RANKING | | COMPOSITE RANKING 2 
, AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT 
/OR RENTAL VALUE 20 | |$30/6 oR RENTAL VALUE 9 ‘| |¥9659 oR RENTAL VALUE 4: ||: [¥2738 oR RENTAL VALUE 
~-VEPORT E SOUTH BEND D SPOKANE E SPRINGFIELD- B 
ais aAus adve | | HOLYOKE sudue 
20ciTIES 2:ciTies 20 CITIES 20 CITIES 
4OMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 16 55./ % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 4 56.8 % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT ! 36./ % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 1] 
HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 14 433 Ye HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 17 54.7% HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 8 28.5 Ye HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 19 
HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 18 975 Ye HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 10 99./ Ye HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 3 98.9 Ye HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 4 
HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 17 74.6 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 7 77.0 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 6 69.8 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 2 
HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 5 873 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 10 89./ Ye HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 8 93.6 Ye HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 3 
HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 16 96.8 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED a 96./ Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 8 97.7 Ye HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 8 
IMPOSITE RANKING {6 COMPOSITE RANKING 4 COMPOSITE RANKING | COMPOSITE RANKING |} 
AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT 
(OR RENTAL VALUE !! | [$26.94 op RENTAL vaLUE !9 | [$2350 oR RENTAL VALUE !4 | |¥29-73 oR RENTAL VALUE 
FDO B TRENTON G TULSA D UTICA- D 
M 
ast aes afsws | | ROME pa 
20 CITIES 20 CITIES 2:1 ciTies 2:cijTies 
HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 443 % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT o 42.6 % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT [6 4/.0 % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 19 
HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 7 42.5 Ye HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 14 42.9 Ye HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE {5 50.5% HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE j2 
HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 11 94.3 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 11 89.8 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 1g 99.49 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 2 
HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 4 80.3 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH ~ 66.6 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 12 76.8 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 4 
HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 9 87.2 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 14 88.5 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 7 73.2 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 20 
HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 6 975 Ye HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 3 88.7 Yo HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 19 98 2% HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED | 
IMPOSITE RANKING 3 COMPOSITE RANKING 9 COMPOSITE RANKING 16 COMPOSITE RANKING {5 
AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT 
OR RENTAL VALUE © | |$3332 oR RENTAL VALUE 4 | [826-92 oR RENTAL VALUE !! | |$25:78 op RENTAL VALUE !2 
ITA E WILMINGTON D WORCESTER Cc YOUNGS TOWN B 
RANK RANK RANK RANK 
AMONG AMONG AMONG AMONG 
20 CITIES 2: CITIES 20 CITIES 20 CITIES 
HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 7 437 %e HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT [3 37.2 Y% HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT {7 52.6 % HOMES OWNED BY OCCUPANT 2 
HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 16 4/7 Y HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 18 29.3 Ye HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE {8 46.2 Yo HOMES WITHOUT MORTGAGE 10 
HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES i 90.0 % HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES 17 99.4 Yo HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES I 94.0 Y HOMES OCCUPIED BY WHITES {2 
HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH Ae 75.6 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 6 85.3 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 2 70.6 Yo HOMES WITH PRIVATE BATH 12 
HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 15 90.7 Ye HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 3 9/5 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 7 878 Yo HOMES IN GOOD REPAIR 10 
HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 10 97.0 Ye HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 6 97.3 Ye HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 5 94.3 Ye HOMES NOT OVERCROWDED 14 
YMPOSITE RANKING 9 COMPOSITE RANKING {3 COMPOSITE RANKING {2 COMPOSITE RANKING 4 
AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT AVERAGE RENT 
lO | 1$3746 op RENTAL VALUE! -‘| [$39.35 oR RENTAL VALUE 7 | |¥2932 © 


> OR RENTAL VALUE 
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OWNER OCCUPIED HOMES IN ILLINOIS 


COPYRIGHT i9s4a2-REAL ESTATE ANALYST S,INC.~ SAINT LOUIS 
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1940 44% 11940 “sine 47% 
) | | ) 
1930 52% 1930 | 5/% | 
1890 43% 1890 49% | | 
e010 20 304050 6070 ~% 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 10-3030 40506070 
[SPRINGFIELD ] NATIONAL AVERAGE 
N the Real Estate 11940 | 
Analyst for April | a 
30, 1942, we charted 1930 54% 
Home Ownership for 220 | 
major cities. At that 1890 4 
time the figures were = . horas = - 





not available for four states - California, Illinois, New York and Penn- 
Sslyvania. The figures for California were charted in the Analyst of May 


27. The last three states are now available and are charted above and on 
the following page. 


The charts and figures on home ownership are based on data collected 


by the Census. The blue bars for each city show the percentage of home 
ownership in 1890, 1930 and 1940. The red bars, where they appear, show 
figures for the metropolitan area in 1940. These area figures are not a- 
vailable for the earlier years. The national average for all cities 
showed that in 1890, 36.9% of homes were owned by the occupant; in 1930, 


41.2%; and in 1940, 41.2% 
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OWNER OCCUPIED HOMES 


IN NEW YORK 


COPYRIGHT i942~REAL ESTATE ANALYSTS,INC.~ saint Louis 


ALBANY 
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1930 43% 
i890 
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a 24 % 


1930 37% 


1890 42% 
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1930 55% 
1890 49% 
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In the three states, 
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INEW YORK CITY 


1940 + dag 
24% 










ee | = 


1930 20% 


1890 13% 
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/ROCHESTER 





the cities of which are 


HERE are relatively few cities in which home ownership was greater in 
1940 than in 1930. 


charted in this report, 


there is not a single case in which home own- 


‘ship did not decrease by a considerable amount. The largest drop was in 
White Plains where home ownership dropped from 45% to 31%, a decrease of 
almost a third in the ten-year period. 


New York City and some of its suburbs in New Jersey have the lowest 


percentage of home ownership in the United States. 


In the five boroughs 


about one family in six owns its own home, and in all of the metropolitan 
district - including all of the suburbs - this figure is only one in four. 
However, ownership in New York City is greater than it was 50 years ago. 
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OWNER OCCUPIED HOMES IN PENNSYLVANIA 


COPYRIGHT i942~REAL ESTATE ANALYST S,INC~ SAINT LOUIS 
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THOUSANDS OF UNITS 


oY) 
°o 
| | 









800,—— 


800 


NUMBER OF NEW FAMILY | 














+--+ 
500; +--+ 


= = 
| CUMULATIVE TOTAL 
400-— a eS | 


= 


—+- —+- 

300} +++ 
. 4 

| | 





ACCOMMODA 


12 MONTH MOVING TOTAL 


NS 


1700 


1600 


1500 


+—1400 


{300 


+200 


i_j__i__i—_t__i99 
MONTHLY FIGURES 





ws J 


A SOND 















WHOLESALE BUILDING 
MATERIAL PRICES 








DWELLING UNITS CONSTRUCTED IN 48 STATES 
(in thousands of units) 
Month 
Monthly nula Moving Tota 
940 1941 94 194 1941 4 40 1941 94 
anuar 25.7 43.8 5.7 83.8 11 620.7 703.¢ 
Februar 36.9 45.6 59.2 62.6 89.4 71.4 515.4 629.4 17 
March 46.0 55.7 49.2 108.6 145.1 140.€ 519.7 639.1 710 
April 62.9 75.6 58.4 171.5 220.7 199 35.5 651.8 693 
May 57.0 69.3 44." 228.5 290.0 43 3 664.1 668 
June 44.4 78.2 272.9 368.2 534.0 697.9 617.9 
July 57.5 75.6 330.4 443.8 47 716.0 
August 55.7 &.7 386.1 513.5 730.0 
September 8.4 66.1 444.5 579.6 ) 737-7 
October 66.2 55.2 510.7 634.8 606 726.7 
November 44.9 46.4 55.6 681.2 01.5 728.2 
December 47.0 34.0 602.6 715.2 6 715.2 


HE number of new family accommodations 

built in all non-farm communities of 

the 48 states and the District of Co- 
lumbia is shown in the table above and on 
the chart to the left. Cumulative totals 
and twelve month moving totals for 1942 
( blue ) and 1941 (red) are given. All fig- 
ures have been revised since last month. 





Wholesale building material prices as 
compiled by the Bureau of Labor Statistics 
are charted by weeks on the chart below. 
The drop in April due to price ceilings on 
some items has been almost entirely re- 
gained. 
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During June sales activity on real estate showed 

REAL ESTATE ACTIVITY a slight but consistent decrease in practically 

all cities. Our index for June showed real estate 

activity to be 2.5% above normal, in contrast with 4.1% above normal in May 

and a high of 23.6% above normal last October. While real estate activity is 

below the corresponding period of a year ago it is about even with two years 

ago and very much above the levels of three years ago. The activity in single- 

family residences has held up very well, most of the drop coming in the sale 
of lots and in new residential properties. 


Real estate mortgage activity showed relatively 
REAL ESTATE MORTGAGES little change in comparison with the preceding 
month. Our index for June was 39.6% below normal 
in contrast with 39.2% below in May. We cannot expect a large increase in 
& mortgage volume for the duration of the war as a considerable portion of mort- 
gage financing depends on new construction, and new construction will proceed 
at a minimum level. Expect to see keen competition among insurance companies, 
banks and building and loan associations for mortgages on existing properties. 
Many mortgage portfolios will be raided as older properties are refinanced on 
more favorable terms. The FHA will go after insurance of mortgages on these 
properties which ina year from now will constitute the great bulk of the 
mortgage business. 





The reason that the real estate mortgage index has never recovered pro- 
portionately to the recovery in other lines of real estate activity is that 
there has been practically no building of large structures. The large mort- 
gage bond issues in the twenties were largely responsible for the high level 
of mortgage activity of that time. 


The volume of new construction has been shrinking 

NEW DWELLING UNITS because of the embargo on building and because of 

the extreme shortage of critical materials. In 

June we were building at the rate of 12.8 new family units per year per 1000 

families. Last February we reached a peak of 29.1. In our. January forecast 

issue of the Analyst we predicted a drop in construction this year to 450,000 

units in comparison with the 715,000 units built in 1941. This drop now seems 
to be taking place. 





m* | General business activity has shown little change 
BUSINESS ACTIVITY in the last year. The increased production of war 

materials has been largely offset by the shrinkage 

in production in consumer goods. This same process will continue during all 
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